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30TH ANNIVERSARY ON TURKEY’S 

INVASION OF CYPRUS 

HON. GREGORY W. MEEKS 
OF NEW YORK 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Thursday, July 22, 2004 

Mr. MEEKS of New York. Mr. Speaker, this 
week, the world marked the 30th anniversary 
of Turkey’s invasion of Cyprus. And so began 
three decades of Turkey’s illegal military occu-
pation of Cyprus. Even as we speak, Turkey 
maintains 30,000 heavily armed troops in the 
occupied portions of Cyprus. 

For 30 years, Cyprus has been divided by 
a green line—a 113 mile barbed wire barrier 
that runs across the width of the island. 

For 30 years, Greek Cypriots have experi-
enced 30 years of ethnic cleansing, forcible 
evictions, and missing persons. Cyprus has 
endured 30 years of the flouting of its terri-
torial integrity. This includes the occupation 
authority’s attempt to create an independent 
‘‘Turkish Republic of Northern Cyprus.’’ 

The international community has witnessed 
30 years of the flagrant violation of U.N. Gen-
eral Assembly resolutions and Security Coun-
cil decisions calling for immediate withdrawal 
of all foreign forces from Cyprus, the return of 
refugees, and respect for the island’s sov-
ereignty. 

Thirty years is a long time. The occupation 
of Cyprus has been going on too long. If left 
to their own wisdom and devices, with firm 
international support, Greek and Turkish Cyp-
riots could find ways to live in peace and har-
mony. 

The international community can and must 
play an indispensable role in settling the Cy-
prus dispute. But, to do this, it must draw the 
proper conclusions from results of the vote 
this past April on the reunification plan put for-
ward by the United Nations. 

Seventy six percent of the Greek Cypriot 
electorate opposed the ‘‘Annan Plan’’ because 
of concerns about security, property restitu-
tion, and the structure of the proposed central 
government, while 65 percent of Turkish Cyp-
riot voters supported it. It is clear from this ex-
perience that a workable solution must take 
the interests and concerns of both the Greek 
and Turkish Cypriot communities fully into ac-
count. 

It is instructive that the split vote has not led 
to greater tension between the two commu-
nities or between Greece and Turkey. During 
most of the 433 year history of Cyprus, Greek 
and Turkish Cypriots have coexisted peace-
fully. 

With the notable exception of the period that 
immediately followed Turkish occupation of 
Cyprus, Greek and Turkish Cypriot relations 
have largely been free of inter-communal vio-
lence. The hotly debated referendum itself 
took place overwhelmingly with an absence of 
conflict. This shows that despite the dif-
ferences between them, Greek and Turkish 
Cypriots overwhelmingly share a desire for 
peace. 

The leadership of the Republic of Cyprus 
seeks a bizonal, bicommunal federation under 
a plan that promotes the genuine reunification 
of Cypriots and Cypriot society, while enabling 
each community to retain its own identity and 
culture. 

Cyprus’s admission to the European Union 
on May 1st of this year may have created a 

new opportunity for resolving the division and 
occupation with an inclusive democratic sys-
tem in which human rights are fully respected 
and the fundamental freedoms on which the 
European Union is founded, are guaranteed. 

Taking all of this into account, the U.N. 
needs to go back to the drawing board. The 
U.S. needs to remain an honest broker. It 
must not attempt to impose a solution that the 
overwhelming majority of Greek-Cypriots re-
ject. To do so will make an ultimate solution 
and final reunification difficult, if not impos-
sible, to achieve. 

America must at all times remember that a 
united, peaceful, and prosperous Cyprus is in 
our national interest and the interest of world 
peace. After the 9/11 terrorist attacks, Cyprus 
was one of the first nations to express its soli-
darity with the United States. Cyprus has also 
been a strong ally in the war against terrorism. 
We must continue to support our friends, who 
like us, only seek to live in peace. 
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HONORING BRIGADIER GENERAL 
WILLIAM P. KANE 

HON. PHIL GINGREY 
OF GEORGIA 

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
Thursday, July 22, 2004 

Mr. GINGREY. Mr. Speaker, today I rise to 
pay tribute to Brigadier General William P. 
Kane, who has faithfully served as the com-
mander of the 94th Air Lift Wing, Dobbins Air 
Reserve Base in Marietta, Georgia for the last 
six years. The 94th Airlift wing is an Air Force 
Reserve C–130 unit and has a mission to train 
and equip combat-ready units to deploy on 
short notice to defend our nation, which I 
might add, they did on several occasions dur-
ing Operation Iraqi Freedom. Additionally, 
Dobbins serves as the host organization to 
other tenant organizations, such as Naval Air 
Station Atlanta and Lockheed Martin, where 
they manufacture the F/A–22. 

With this complex mission, General Kane 
did an outstanding job and we who reside in 
Marietta and Northwest Atlanta owe him a 
great debt of gratitude. 

In addition to holding a Ph.D. in Cell and 
Molecular Biology, General Kane is a highly 
accomplished C–130 pilot, logging over 6,500 
flight hours. In addition, General Kane has 
faithfully served the Air Reserve during his 
various commands of one squadron, two 
groups, and now three wings during his distin-
guished 32-year career. 

While General Kane has gone on to take 
over command of the 302nd Airlift Wing in his 
hometown of Colorado Springs, Colorado, he 
will be sorely missed in the 11th District of 
Georgia. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask that you join me in 
thanking Brigadier General Kane for his out-
standing and selfless service. 
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INTRODUCTION OF THE CORAL 
REEF CONSERVATION AND PRO-
TECTION ACT OF 2004 

HON. ED CASE 
OF HAWAII 
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Thursday, July 22, 2004 

Mr. CASE. Mr. Speaker, every once in 
awhile I am deeply grateful for an action I am 

able to take that is both long overdue and truly 
needed. That is how I feel now as I introduce 
the Coral Reef Conservation and Protection 
Act of 2004. 

My childhood was spent among the rich di-
versity of the coral reef ecosystems of my na-
tive Island of Hawaii. It was a time of budding 
wonder at what nature had wrought, the living 
corals and other reef life existing in mutual de-
pendency and sustainability. But just weeks 
ago, when I returned, as I often do, now with 
my children, to those same reefs, they’re not 
what they were. Still beautiful, yes; still won-
drous. But there is not the same diversity of 
coral nor the same luster; the fish and other 
marine life not as plentiful nor diverse; the 
presence of new, alien species is apparent. 

Of course, there are simply more of us in 
those marine environments than there were, 
and so our cumulative impact over my 50 
years in those waters has become apparent, 
even at the level of recreational and subsist-
ence use. But it’s more, for these reefs have 
become a significant business, their coral 
exoskeletons, their living creators, and the 
shells and fish that live in and among them 
valuable collectors’ items for the aquariums 
and curio shops of the world. And the pur-
poseful and accidental introduction of marine 
invasives in isolated instances over the last 
decades have magnified into a critical mass of 
statewide presence and threat. 

In relevant terms, though, we in Hawaii are 
among the lucky ones, for at least we still 
have living, albeit threatened, coral reefs, with 
declining but at least remaining marine life. At 
least we have marginally protective state laws, 
and a culture of arguable sustainability. 

But in much of the rest of the marine world, 
especially throughout the temperate zones of 
the Pacific and beyond, the world of the coral 
reef is past endangered and into destroyed, 
wiped out by a wave of commercial over-
fishing, overcollecting, dynamiting, cyanide 
poisoning, and other forms of ecological pil-
lage. In these worlds, laws do not exist to pro-
vide even minimum protections or, if they do, 
they are spurned. 

Some say that that’s their business; what do 
we care if they wreck their marine eco-
systems? First, of course, in today’s inter-
dependent world, our global environment is 
everyone’s business. But beyond that, we 
can’t turn our backs because we are the chief 
facilitator; ours is the largest market for the 
products of this stripping of the world’s coral 
reefs. 

None of this is new: we have known all of 
this for decades. We have even set out to do 
something about it. In 1973, we became a 
party to the Convention on the International 
Trade in Endangered Species of Wild Fauna 
and Flora (CITES), which sought to clamp 
down on endangered species trafficking. But 
although some of our world’s coral reef life 
has been designated as covered under it, the 
enforcement mechanisms are frankly ineffec-
tive. 

More recently, in 1998 President Clinton 
issued the Coral Reef Protection Executive 
Order (#13098) establishing the U.S. Coral 
Reef Task Force. That entity was directed to 
strengthen our stewardship and conservation 
of our country’s reef ecosystems, and to as-
sess our role in the international coral reef 
products trade with the goal of taking actions 
to promote conservation and sustainable use 
of coral reefs worldwide. 
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